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.,FNATOR F. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, back to the Murpny amend
ment.

i :Li;RY,: M r . P re s i d e n t , t, h e Murphy amendment isi found on page
1379 of the Legislative Journal.

SE!JATOR F. LEWIS: Again, I think as a matter of informa
tion what I attempted to say on the floor as of last week
was, number one, certainly the restrictions placed on free
nigh tuition is not an issue ln the urban area. The issue
is in the rural area. I think you ought, to be appr'sed of
wna: you'ze doing in terms of putting the restrictions on.
For .nat purpose I nave pz epared and have nopefully passed
to eacn of you now a copy of where the nonresident students
are and what districts you would be penalizing with tne
Muzphy motion. I think you can see t;he verification of the
remarks I made. These are the 50tn largest in the term- of
nonresident students, also the tuition rates at that parti
cular poinit. You' ll see tize Neligh has 82 students. Albion
100 stuoents. This has got to represent a significant numt er
of tne student body. Alliance 155. Alnswoztn 108. !Iearney
132. I.av i d Ci t y 115 . P' at t sm o ut h 15 1 . Wes t Po i nt 53 .
B roken Bow 50 . C hadron 92 . Coz a d 1 0 3 . i .ex i n g t o n ' 35.
Paul '17, and on down the list. Hayes Springs 75, whiciz
represents pzobably a third of that entire school district..
The amendment is geared to penalize the city schools in
those counties where they have a lot of free high tuition
s tudent s . .'Jow again let me zeview for you the three fact=
that are importart. Number one, a Class I school district,
may send their nonresident tuition students to any scnool
they want to. They are not forced and bound to send tnem
to any school district. Number two, the negotiations for the
rate has to be between the receiving and giving school. !Jum
ber three, in terms of tne amendment that Murphy offered, that
does not take into the full account all of the costs tnat are
involved i.n running a school. Now if the Class I schools io
not like the alternatives available then let them Join together
in a Clas s VI schools, like a number of Class 1 schools
'nave done. But to penalize tne citizen who lives in Broken
Bow, a citizen wno lives in David City, or the cit,izen who
lives in Crawford, or Chadron, or Franklin, or O'IJeill, or
St. Paul, or Fairbury, or Madison, or Fullerton, or Auburn,
or Superior, with this kind of an amendment is totally un
accepta=le. That is exactly what you are doing. You are
transferring tne responsibility, you are trari= f er r i n g t h e
dollar responsibility, from some of the Class I districts w'tn
less than 15 mills, into some of the city scnools in those
districts that already have 30 or 40 mills . It ' s an ir r es
ponsible amendment. It's an irresponsible attempt to resolve
a problem. This is one that may be very interesting to us
oecause it's going to be those that live out,side of Broi.en
Bow versus those inside, which always makes an int.cresting
vote and an interesting decision. I rise to oppose the Murpii;,
amendment.

P RESIDE:JT: Se n a t o r D w or a k .

SE!JATCR DWORAit: Mr. President, colleagues. I also rise to
oppose the Muz phy amendment . It ' s absolutely not fair to
those people in a school district, who have the capital res
pcnsibility of building and maintaining those buildings, to
a l ' iow tnose people, living outside cf that school distr'"=,
to come in and use tnose build ngs, to come in and use th=s
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